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TRACKING THE VALIDITY OF CACHE FRAMES IN DIGITAL MOVIE EDITING 

BACKGROUND 

The invention relates to optimization of compositing in a digital system for creating 
and editing movies. 

A movie composition, such as a digital video composition, is a sequence of frames, 
5 each frame containing data describing the audio and visual content of the frame. To render 
the composition, the frames are rendered and then output in their sequential order. Temporal 
changes in the composition are conveyed by the changing data in the sequence of output 
frames. 

The present invention provides a useful framework for determining the validity of 

10 frames that have been cached in a movie rendering process, as well as for other purposes. To 
provide context for describing embodiments of the invention, the following paragraphs will 
describe the elements of an exemplary movie compositing and editing system. 

In the system, a "composition" or "comp" is a single level of a compositing tree and 
is composed of one or more layers. Each layer has a defined in-point and out-point within 

1 5 the comp, which controls the times at which the image the layer defines first and last appears. 
The comp itself has a master timeline, ranging from time zero to a user set maximum, and the 
layers exist within this timeline. The root of the compositing tree is a comp. Rendering a 
comp generates a sequence of frames, each frame corresponding to a time interval on the 
comp's timeline determined by the frame rate. 

20 A "layer" generally consists of an input source, which may be a still image, a moving 

image, or a comp, and a set of one or more masks, transformations, and effects that may be 
constant or time varying. In addition to representing footage, layers can also be used to 
represent cameras and lights in three-dimensional compositions. 

The system performs "compositing". Compositing is the process of reading input still 

25 and moving image and graphics files, applying masking, geometric transformations and 

arbitrary effects, any of which may vary over time, and layering these images together using 
a number of predefined modes to produce a desired sequence of output images, such as might 
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be used for video productions, movies, and video games. Any number of layers may be 
combined into a composition, which in turned can be used as the source of a layer in a parent 
composition, resulting in a hierarchical tree of operations, the above-mentioned compositing 
tree. 

5 A node is one element in a compositing tree can be a comp. It can be a layer, or an 

input source item, such as footage. 

Generally, rendering a frame of a compositing tree is computationally expensive. 
Thus, movie compositing systems commonly cache frames for reuse. The goal of caching is 
to re-render a frame only if the cached frame has been invalidated by user edits, e.g., edits 

10 affecting the sources, parameters or structure of the composition tree. The present invention 
provides a novel framework and related techniques for validating cached frames. 

Two standard approaches to caching are the push model and the pull model. In the 
push model, whenever an edit is made to the tree, the edited node and all nodes in the tree 
that depend on the edited node are recursively marked invalid. This has the advantage that 

15 when a frame is needed, it is known immediately whether the frame needs to be re-rendered. 
A disadvantage is the additional processing required during editing, which may slow down 
interaction with the user. 

In the pull model, only the local node at which an edit is made is marked invalid 
when the edit is made, so that when it is time to render a frame, all of its sources must be 

20 checked recursively to determine whether they are valid. This gives constant-time 
performance during editing at the expense of increased cost at rendering time. 

With either model, compositing systems commonly treat the validity of a node as 
time-invariant, i.e., either all of the cached frames of a comp or layer are valid, because none 
of their parameters or sources has changed, or they are all invalid, because something has 

25 been modified. This can be very costly for the user. For example, consider a user who has 
created and rendered 1000 frames of a comp that contains complex effects. It is not unusual 
for every frame to take ten seconds to render, so the full comp would take nearly three hours 
to render. If the user changes the color of one layer for ten frames in the middle of the comp, 
many existing compositing systems would require the user to re-render the entire comp from 

30 scratch. Some systems have a limited ability to invalidate individual cached frames based on 



-2- 



editing. However, these systems use a manual form of caching, where it is up to the user to 
re-render invalid frames. 



SUMMARY 

This invention provides methods, and apparatus including computer program 
5 products, implementing and using techniques for determining which cached frames of a 
compositing hierarchy are valid when the compositing tree is edited. The present invention 
provides an efficient technique for determining the validity of a cached frame having a 
timestamp whose value is less than the current global timestamp, that is, for determining 
whether the frame may contain invalid data and therefore needs to be re-rendered, or 
1 o conversely whether it is guaranteed to be valid. 

The invention provides a system for tracking which cached frames of a compositing 
tree are guaranteed to be valid in the face of arbitrary edits to the tree. This system uses 
minimal amounts of memory, provides rapid answers to validity queries, and is flexible 
enough to handle a hierarchy with motion blur; stretched, offset, and remapped timelines; 
15 keyframed and expression-based parameter streams; effects that can make use of inputs at 
times other than the rendering time; and other arbitrary dependencies between nodes. In 
some complex situations, the system may be overly conservative and may indicate that a 
frame may be invalid when it fact it is valid, but it never reports that a frame is valid when it 
is invalid. 

20 The invention can be implemented to realize one or more of the following 

advantages. A system implementing the invention can use a minimal amount of memory, 
provide rapid answers to validity queries, and can be flexible enough to handle a complex 
compositing tree, A system implementing the invention can efficiently determine the 
validity of individual cached frames instead of all cached frames of a node, while 

25 guaranteeing that no invalid frames are reused, in the context of a directed acyclic 

compositing hierarchy containing non-invertible time mapping between levels. A system 
implementing the invention can support pull-style caching so that validity is not just 
node-based, but time-based. A system implementing the invention can compactly and 
efficiently store cached-frame information. 



The details of one or more embodiments of the invention are set forth in the 
accompanying drawings and the description below. Other features, objects, and advantages 
of the invention will be apparent from the description and drawings, and from the claims. 

DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS 
FIG. la is a flowchart of a method for updating cached frames in accordance with the 
invention. 

FIG. lb is an illustration of an interval list's data structure. 

FIG. lc is a flow chart of a method of validating cached frames in accordance with 
the invention. 

FIG. 2 is a flowchart of a method for retrieving a valid comp frame. 

FIG. 3 is a flowchart of a method for retrieving a valid layer PFC. 

FIG. 4 is a flowchart of a method for determining the validity of a comp frame. 

FIG. 5 is a flowchart of a method for determining the validity of a layer. 

FIG. 6 is a flowchart of a method for determining the validity of a layer PFC. 

Like reference symbols in the various drawings indicate like elements. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

Rendering a compositing tree results in animation that runs over a period of time. 
Thus, each compositing tree has a corresponding timeline that starts at zero and runs for the 
entire period required for the rendering. Each event in the animation occurs when the frame 
depicting the event is rendered. Accordingly, a rendered frame generally corresponds to a 
particular time in the compositing tree's time line. However, a rendered frame may depend 
on source images and parameters of times other than the frame time. This may occur 
because of time stretching and re-mapping, non-zero time offsets for layers within a comp, 
effects that sample their inputs at times other than the current time, motion blur, expressions, 
and other arbitrary, non-local-time dependencies. Times are commonly represented as 
rational fractions of a second. 

A "timestamp" (or, an "editing timestamp") is an integer defining the sequential 

position of an edit in a sequence of edits performed on the compositing tree. In a typical 

implementation, when an editor is first started, a global timestamp is set to zero and then 

incremented after each editing operation. A timestamp is completely different from a time. 
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The system records a timestamp for each cached frame to indicate the state of editing 
of the compositing hierarchy when the cached frame was rendered. Because each edit has a 
timestamp, if the timestamp of a cached frame is equal to or after the timestamp of an edit, 
the cached frame is necessarily valid with respect to the edit. 

5 In some cases, a node in the hierarchy depends on a subset of the parameters of some 

other node. For example, in the normal case, changing the name of a layer in a comp would 
not require the comp to re-render, as the change of name would have no effect on the output 
pixels of that comp at any frame. However, if an expression on some layer looks up another 
layer by name and uses its parameters, changing the name may in fact affect the output 

10 pixels. In one implementation, these dependent expressions or "collateral dependencies" are 
essentially pointers to parameters. There are at least two types of collateral dependencies, 
expression dependencies, which can point anywhere, and layer parameter dependencies, 
which points only to layers within the same comp. The latter affect only post-effect caches. 
As shown in FIGS, la-c, a methods for tracking cached frames employs a data 

15 structure that will be called an interval list, instances of which are attached to compositing 
tree nodes, and a series of algorithms for updating interval lists on the tree as edits are made. 
In this implementation, reception of an editing command causes an edit engine to update the 
affected interval lists. The interval lists are queried when the system needs to determine 
whether a cached frame is valid or needs to be re-rendered. 

20 In one implementation, each interval list maintains a series of ranges of times, each 

with an associated timestamp. As shown in FIG. la, when an editing command is performed 
by the editing engine of the system on a layer or comp (step 102), the editing engine updates 
the local interval list or lists over a range corresponding to the maximum range of time that 
could be invalidated by that change. An interval list is local if it is associated with or linked 

25 to the node of the tree immediately affected by the editing. In general, a node will have 
multiple local lists so that different kinds of editing effects can be tracked separately. The 
editing engine determines which list or lists to update by the command that it performs. The 
mapping of editing command to list identities can be defined by a simple table. 

The interval list records intervals in a compact form. In one implementation, interval 

30 lists are implemented as a C++ object. As shown in FIG. lb, this implementation of an 
interval list (item 110) represents a set of intervals as two parallel arrays. The first array 
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contains times, and each element is always larger than its previous neighbor. Although times 
in compositing programs are usually rational ratios, the denominator of these ratios is 
generally consistent within an individual layer or comp. Therefore, this denominator is 
stored as a single value, and the entries in the list consist only of the numerator. When an 

5 edit time's denominator does not match that of the list, it is converted conservatively to the 
nearest matching fraction with the list's denominator. In one implementation, to be 
conservative, the start times are rounded down to the nearest multiple of the denominator and 
end times are rounded up. The second array contains timestamps, representing the latest 
timestamp at which that interval has been edited. Each pair of corresponding elements of the 

1 o arrays defines a (time, timestamp) pair that represents a period of time running from that 
time, inclusive, through the time of the next pair, exclusive. In other words, it represents an 
half-open interval of time, closed on the left. The last pair represents all time from its time 
out to the maximum representable time. The arrays are maintained so that there is a single, 
known timestamp for all possible times. This condition is met by initializing the arrays such 

15 that the first entry contains the maximally negative (earliest) possible time, and the special 
'invalid' timestamp, which is guaranteed to be effectively later than any queried timestamp. 
No subsequent operations disturb the time of this initial entry, so all of time is guaranteed to 
be covered. 

Referring to FIG. la, a request to update an interval list by adding an interval contains 
20 three parameters: the start time of the edit, the duration of the edit, and the value of the 

global timestamp when the edit was performed. These parameters define a half-open interval 
of time, like the interval list entries, and a corresponding timestamp. 

The range of time affected by an edit is determined (step 104). This time range is 
specified by the start time and duration. Many different types of edits can be performed on 
25 the compositing hierarchy. Most of them correspond to fairly obvious ranges of times. For 
example, if a new layer is added to a comp, the layer is initially invalid over its entire range, 
and therefore the comp is invalid from the in-point of the layer to its out-point. 

When a layer is moved in time (its duration remains the same, but it now covers a 
different section of the comp), the layer itself becomes invalid over its entire range, because 
30 the frames that it provides for compositing at a particular time in the comp will each be 
different. The range of time where the layer previously existed in the comp must also be 
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invalidated, because those frames previously included the layer's pixels but no longer do so. 
It is insufficient to invalidate the layer over that time span, because it no longer exists there, 
and the parent comp will not query it when considering cached copies of those frames. 
Therefore, in these cases, it is necessary to invalidate the parent comp over the old time 
range. 

When the value of a keyframe for a layer (such as a position, masking, opacity, or 
effect parameter) at a particular time is altered, the range of time invalidated is usually less 
than the entire range of time of the layer. In the simplest case, where all of the keyframes use 
linear interpolation, the alteration invalidates the range of time from the keyframe prior to the 
one being modified through the keyframe immediately following it. In more complex cases, 
such as auto-Bezier interpolation, the range invalidated will be two keyframes left and right 
because the tangent information over a range of four keyframes is used to determine 
interpolated values. Similar considerations apply when a keyframe is inserted, removed or 
when its interpolation type is changed. If the property is spatial and makes use of features 
such as are described in United States Patent No. 5,929,867 for Floating Keyframes, a larger 
range may be invalidated because changing one keyframe will cause others to move in time 
to achieve uniform spatial speed. If a property has no keyframes (e.g., it has only a single 
value used over all of time), then when that property is changed, the layer is invalidated over 
its entire range. 

The start time, duration, and timestamp of an edit are converted for storage in the 
interval list in accordance with the above discussion in reference to FIG. lb (step 106). 

Each of the two end points is then located in the interval list (step 108). A binary 
search technique can be used for this purpose. Either end point may fall at the beginning of 
an existing interval or in the middle. The pair may be exactly aligned with an existing 
interval, fall in two adjacent intervals, or be separated by an arbitrary number of other 
intervals. These various cases may result in a new interval being added, old intervals being 
split, or old intervals being combined. A special sentinel value may be passed for the start 
time to indicate that the entire range of time of the object (layer or comp) is invalid. This 
happens in the case of many global types of edits, such as changing the rendering quality of a 
layer, or the frame rate of a comp. In these cases, the interval list is trivially reset to its 
default initial state. 



The new interval and its time stamp are recorded in the interval list in accordance to 
the above discussion in reference to FIG. lb (step 1 10). 

As shown in FIG. lc, when a frame is later requested from the edited layer or comp, 
the system queries the interval lists for the range of time covered by that frame and compare 
it with the timestamp of a cached frame to determine whether the cached frame is valid or 
must be re-rendered. For example, if the system needs to obtain a particular frame of a 
compositing tree for a particular time in the animation timeline, the system determines if the 
frame is cached (decision step 122). If not, then the system renders the frame (step 123). If 
there is a cached version of the desired frame, then the system recursively searches the 
appropriate interval lists on the compositing tree to validate the cached version of the desired 
frame (step 124). A cached frame is considered valid unless its timestamp (a cached-frame 
timestamp or CFTS) is earlier than the timestamp of some interval in interval lists local to the 
node of the desired frame. If the search yields no interval timestamp later than the CFTS, 
then the cached frame is used (step 128). 

In this implementation, the back end database of the application caches frames from 
two types of location in a composition tree. Multiple frames of the output of a comp are 
cached and each layer is cached. Layers are cached in a state representing the source pixels 
after the layers have been masked and effects have been applied, but before geometric 
transforms, lighting, and shading have been applied. This caching is referred to as the Post- 
Effect Cache or PFC. This feature allows the user modifying the geometric transform of a 
layer without incurring the cost of unnecessarily re-rendering the effects. 

Comp and layer nodes have multiple interval lists, each representing time intervals 
and timestamps corresponding to editing operations that affect a particular subset of caches 
in a compositing tree. For example, operations such as translating and rotating a layer are 
grouped into an interval list for the layer because each operation causes corresponding 
cached frames of the parent comp to re-render, but not the PFC of the layer (unless the layer 
has a collateral dependency on the transformation). Having interval lists for different editing 
operation permits the compositing system to track individual frames of a node. 
Consequently, the compositing system advantageously has to re-render only some rather than 
all of the cached frames that depend on parameters of a node. For example, if a layer with 
effects described in the preceding paragraph is rotated, the PFC does not to be re-rendered. 



Only the comp needs to be recomposited using the pre-existing PFCs of each layer. The 
layer effects, assuming there is a corresponding PFC, does not require re-rendering. 
Furthermore, grouping the hundreds of types of edit into a small number of interval lists 
saves storage space while advantageously permitting the tracking of individual frames of a 
node as discussed above. For example, if a layer is rotated and translated, the system needs 
to check only a single interval list to determine whether the cached frame of the layer is 
valid. However, if the translate and rotate operations each had an interval list, then the 
system would have to check them both to validate a cached comp frame. Furthermore, there 
may occasionally be a cached frame that depends only on the translation and not the rotation 
because of collateral expression dependencies. This implementation groups these edit types 
into a single interval list. 

The system has separate routines for the different levels at which frames are cached. 
Each routine specifies which interval lists to check. For example, if the system is 
determining the validity of a PFC, then only interval lists corresponding to editing operations 
that affect the masking and effects of a layer are considered. Interval list affecting the 
geometric transforms of the layer but not its effects are not checked unless there are collateral 
dependencies requiring their checking. 

Each comp and layer can have more than one interval list. For example, some layers 
have effects that depend on the source image of others layers. To support this, each layer has 
a separate interval list that corresponds to changes that affect those effects, such as replacing 
a layer's source, or moving it in time. Additionally, in instances when layer effects are 
applied before transformations, the system maintains a single frame cache that represents the 
results of applying the effects at the most recently rendered frame. Separate interval lists 
help to distinguish those edits that affect this per-frame cache (which may be expensive to 
re-render because some effects are very slow) from those that affect the transformation, thus 
allowing the system to re-render the transformation and the comp but not the layer's effects. 
Thus, in the recursion referenced above and described in detail below, more than one interval 
list may be searched at each node. 

Figures 2 through 6 are flowcharts of methods to retrieve valid cached frames of a 
compositing tree. The compositing system recursively searches interval lists at the 
composition and the layer levels. The appropriate interval lists are queried and given the 



start time and duration (which may need conservative conversion) of a requested frame. The 
query interval need not correspond exactly to any of the intervals in an interval list. The start 
interval and end interval in which the query start and end endpoints respectively fall are 
located in the interval list, by using a binary search, for example. Then the intervals from the 

5 start interval to the end interval are examined and the largest timestamp encountered in any 
of those intervals is returned. 

To see how interval list queries are used to decide the validity of a cached frame, 
consider, for example, that the system is called upon to render a frame at time T, and finds 
that a cached copy exists whose timestamp is M. If motion blur is not in use, the system will 

10 query the interval list with start time = T and duration equal to the comp's frame duration 
= D. (If motion blur is in use, that range will be expanded to included the full range of time 
at which the shutter is open, which may include time before or after the actual frame). FIG. 2 
is a flow diagram of a method 200 of retrieving a comp frame. First, the system checks 
whether a cached comp frame is available (step 210). Then, the appropriate local interval 

15 lists of the comp are queried by calling a routine (e.g., process 400 of FIG. 4) for determining 
the validity of a comp frame (step 220). If the query returns a timestamp greater than M, the 
system knows immediately that the frame must be re-rendered (decision 230, and steps 250, 
260, and 270), and no further queries are done. To re-render, the system clears the comp 
buffer (step 250) and calls a routine that retrieves the post mask and effects pixels (e.g., 

20 process 300 of FIG. 3). The system then transforms and composites the retrieved pixels (step 
260). Additionally, the system caches the results and marks the result with the current 
timestamp (step 270). However, if called routine validates the cached comp frame by 
returning a "YES," process 200 causes the system to return the cached frame (step 240). 

As shown in FIG. 3, to retrieve the post mask and effects pixels, the system calls a 

25 routine for determining the validity of the layer such as process 500 of FIG. 5 (step 310). If 
the called routine determines that the layer is valid and returns a "YES" (decision 320), then 
process 300 returns the cached image (step 330). If the called routine determines that the 
layer is invalid and returns a "NO," then the system re-renders (steps 360-380). To ren- 
render, the system determines if the source of the layer is a comp (decision 340). If the 

30 source is not a comp, then it is footage and the system retrieves the footage. The system 
applies masks and effects to the retrieved footage (steps 370 and 380). If the source is a 
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comp, then calls a routine to retrieve the comp frame such as process 200 of FIG. 2 (step 
360). The system applies masks and effects to the retrieved comp frame. 

As shown in FIG. 4, in determining the validity of a comp frame, the system first 
queries the interval lists that affect comp output, i.e., those that directly affect comp pixels 

5 (step 410 and decision 420). If the cached frame timestamp is earlier than the corresponding 
timestamps in the interval lists queried, then cached frame is invalid and the process returns a 
"NO" (step 460), thereby causing the system to re-render the frame in question. However, if 
the cached frame timestamp is not earlier than the corresponding timestamps, then the 
process checks each of the layers that are active at time T (step 430 and decision 440). This 

10 check is done for each layer by calling a routine such as process 500 of FIG. 5 (step 430). 
However, comp time T and duration D may not correspond to the same times in the layer, 
because the layer may be shifted and scaled in time. In this implementation, the interval (T, 
D) is mapped by the layer's time parameters. If the called routine returns a "YES," thus 
validating the comp frame, process 400 returns a "YES" (step 450), thus in turn causing the 

15 system to use the valid cached comp frame. If the called routine returns a "NO," thus 
invalidating the cached comp frame, process 400 returns a "NO" (step 460), causing the 
system to re-render. 

As shown in FIG. 5, the time parameters are checked against the local interval lists 
that do not affect the PFC (step 510). If the cached frame timestamp is earlier than the 

20 corresponding timestamps in the interval lists queried, then the system ends the query and 
returns a "NO" (decision 520 and step 560), causing the system to begin re-rendering. 
Otherwise, the system must recursively process the layer's sources by calling a routine such 
as process 600 of FIG. 6 (steps 530 and decision 540), which again may involve a time 
re-mapping, and the source may in turn be a comp, which would require further recursion. If 

25 the called routine returns a "YES," then process 500 also returns a "yes" (step 550). 
Otherwise, the layer is invalid and process 500 returns a "NO" (step 560). 

As shown in FIG. 6, the system queries the local interval lists that affect the PFC 
(step 605 and decision 610). If the system finds a timestamp later than the cached frame 
timestamp, the layer is invalid and process 600 returns a "NO" (step 650). Otherwise, the 

30 system checks collateral dependencies of the layer (step 615 and decision 620). If a 

timestamp later than the cached frame timestamp is found here, the layer is invalid and the 
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process returns a 'NO" (step 650). However, if no later timestamps are found, the system 
checks whether the layer source is a comp or a footage (decision 625). If the source is 
footage, which has a single timestamp instead of an interval list, then the system simply 
compares the cached frame timestamp to the footage timestamp (step 640 and decision 645). 
If the footage timestamp is later than the cached frame timestamp, then the system return a 
"NO" (step 650). Otherwise, the system return a "YES" (step 660). If the layer source is a 
comp, then the system calls a routine such as process 400 of FIG. 4 to determine the validity 
of the comp (step 630). If the comp is valid (decision 635), then the system returns a "YES" 
(step 660). Additionally, the system searches interval lists of collateral dependencies because 
changes to a collateral dependency affect the dependent layer. Each active layer of the 
original comp is checked in this way. If at the end of the recursion no later timestamps are 
found, the system may safely assume that the cached comp frame is up to date and may be 
used. Note that although the comp the system originally started with may be out of date and 
need re-rendering, one or more of its input nodes may be up to date, and their cached frames 
can be used in computing the final comp, thereby saving time. 

A number of embodiments of the invention have been described. Nevertheless, it will 
be understood that various modifications may be made without departing from the spirit and 
scope of the invention. Accordingly, other embodiments are within the scope of the 
following claims. 

What is claimed is: 
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CLAIMS 



1 . A computer program product, tangibly stored on a computer-readable medium, for 
calculating the validity of a cached frame of a movie in a movie compositing system, 
comprising instructions operable to cause a programmable processor to: 

maintain a global editing timestamp that is updated with each editing operation 
performed by the system; 

establish an interval list for each node in a compositing tree defining a movie, each node 
having a range of possible times, an interval list for a node defining, for each possible time in 
the range, a single editing timestamp corresponding to the possible time; 

update the interval list for a node when the node is edited by adding an interval 
corresponding to the period of time affected by the edit and having as its timestamp the 
timestamp of the edit; and 

use the interval list to evaluate the validity of a cached frame for a particular frame time 
period, the cached frame having been produced by compositing a first node in the 
compositing tree, the evaluation being performed by (a) comparing (i) an editing timestamp 
associated with the cached frame with (ii) the timestamps of all intervals in the interval list 
that overlap the frame time period, and (b) treating the cached frame as invalid if any of the 
intervals' timestamps is later than the timestamp of the cached frame. 

2. The product of claim 1 , wherein the product further comprising instructions to: 

use the interval lists of all nodes below the first node in the tree to evaluate the validity of 
the cached frame. 

3 . The product of claim 1 , wherein: 

update the global timestamp comprises incrementing the global timestamp; and 
the interval list is stored as a series of pairs (time, timestamp), the series being sorted by 
time. 

4. The product of claim 3, wherein: 

the series of (time, timestamp) pairs is sorted in time ascending order. 
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Attorney Docket No.: 07844-479001 



TRACKING THE VALIDITY OF CACHE FRAMES IN DIGITAL MOVIE EDITING 

ABSTRACT 

Methods and apparatus, including computer program products, implementing and 
using techniques for determining validity of cached frames of a compositing hierarchy as a 
composition tree of a digital video composition is edited. The techniques use interval lists 
associated with nodes in a compositing tree to determine which cached frames of a 
composition hierarchy are guaranteed to be valid in the face of arbitrary edits to the 
hierarchy. 
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